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INTERROGATORIES OF MAGAZINE PUBLISHERS OF AMERICA 
TO UNITED STATE POSTAL SERVICE WITNESS MEEHAN 

MPA/USPS-T-l l-1 

Please refer to page 4 of your Exhibit USPS-l 1 A and page 4 of the FY 
1998 PRC Revised RPW Data Version Cost Segments and Components 
(CSC) report. Note that while accrued rural carrier costs are the same in 
both reports, the total attributable rural carrier costs specified in the two 
reports are different. 

[a) Please explain why attributable rural carrier costs in Exhibit 
USPS-l 1A are less than those in the FY 1998 PRC Revised RPW 
Data Version CSC Report. 

(b) If the reason is that the two reports used different data 
sources, please explain the difference in the underlying data 
sources. 

(c) If the reason is that the two reports were developed using 
different methods for estimating volume variability, please 
explain the differences in methods used. 

MPA/USPS-T-1 l-2 

Please refer to page 3 of your Exhibit USPS-l 1 A and page 3 of the FY 
1998 PRC Revised RPW Data Version CSC (CSC) report. Note that the rural 
carrier costs for Pertodicals Regular Rate in Exhibit USPS-l 1A are 
approximately $15 million higher than those in the FY 1998 PRC Revised 
RPW Data Version CSC report. 

PI Please explain why the rural carrier costs for Periodicals 
Regular Rate in Exhibit USPS-l 1A are $15 million higher than 
those in the FY 1998 PRC Revised RPW Data Version CSC 
report. 

(b) If the reason is that the two reports used different data 
sources, please explain the difference in underlying data 
sources. 



(c) If the reason is that the two reports were developed using 
different costing methods, please explain the differences in 
the methods. 

MPAIUSPS-T-1 l-3 

Please refer to LR-H-80, CslO.xls and the FY 1998 PRC Revised RPW 
Data Version CSC Report. Please provide the calculations used by the 
Postal Service to develop rural canier costs by subclass for the FY 1998 PRC 
Revised RPW Data Version CSC report in an electronic spreadsheet format 
similar to CslO.xls. 
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